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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments, see pages 3-1 1 , filed 1 0/30/08, with respect to the 
rejection(s) of claim(s) 1, 8, and 15 under 103(a) have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Tonegawa (US 

7,1 36,1 84) in view of Peek (6,61 4,551 ). 

Specification 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 1 , 8, and 1 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claims 1, 8, and 15 recites the limitation "a page" in lines 4, 6, and 4 
respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
claims should be amended to state said at least one page. 
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6. Claim 1, 8, and 15 recites the limitation "said page" in lines 6, 8, and 6 
respectively. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. The 
claims should be amended to state said at least one page. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claims 1, 8, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tonegawa (US 7,136,184) in view of Peek (6,614,551). 

Regarding Claim 1 , Tonegawa teaches a facsimile machine (Figure 1 , element 
20) comprising: 

means for scanning an original document having at least one page to be 
transmitted (Figure 1, element 1 and Column 5, lines 65-67); 

means for generating image data of said at least one page for a facsimile 
communication (Column 7, lines 35-42); 

means for serially converting the image data of a page of said original document 
for the facsimile communication into packets as electronic mail data (Column 2, line 65 - 
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Column 3, line 13, since the network is packet based, the image is sent via packets, 
wherein a packet communication network, is a packet based network. This means that 
the e-mails must be sent via packets. It does not what that the image data is combine 
with the header data because the e-mail must be sent via packets based on being the 
packet communication network. Therefore the image data is transformed into packets.); 
and 

means for serially transmitting the electronic mail data in the form of electronic 
mail for each packet (Column 13, lines 50-54). 

Tonegawa does not teach said converting occurring in parallel with the scanning 
of said page of the original document. 

However, Peek does teach said converting occurring in parallel with the scanning 
of said page of the original document (Column 3, line 66- Column 4, line 4 and Column 
6, lines 29-31 , wherein the fax type data is the packets of the pages because sending 
an e-mail via a fax is packet based. The fax machine includes the method to send via 
an e-mail, Column 3, lines 20-25, and Column 4, lines 36-52, therefore it is a packet- 
based network. The examiner is taking this as to be inherent in that the image data is 
being transmitted as packets.). 

Tonegawa and Peek are combinable because they both teach sending faxes via 
electronic mail. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa with the teachings of 
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Peek for the purpose of speeding the fax process by concurrently transmitting the fax 
type data to known fax machine as it is generated as taught by Peek (Peek: Column 6, 
lines 29-31, and Column 6, lines 38-41). 

Regarding Claim 8, Tonegawa teaches a facsimile machine (Figure 1, element 
20) comprising: 

a scanning unit which scans an original document having at least one page to be 
transmitted (Figure 1 , element 1 and Column 5, lines 65-67); 

a generating unit which generates image data of said at least one page for a 
facsimile communication (Column 7, lines 35-42); 

a data conversion unit which serially converts the image data of a page of said 
original document for the facsimile communication into plurality of packets as electronic 
mail data (Column 2, line 65 - Column 3, line 13, since the network is packet based, the 
image is sent via packets, wherein a packet communication network, is a packet based 
network. This means that the e-mails must be sent via packets. It does not what that 
the image data is combine with the header data because the e-mail must be sent via 
packets based on being the packet communication network. Therefore the image data 
is transformed into packets.); and 

a serial transmission unit which serially transmits the electronic mail data for 
each packet of the plurality of packets in a form of electronic mail (Column 13, lines 50- 
54). 
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However, Peek does teach said converting occurring in parallel with the scanning 
of said page of the original document (Column 3, line 66- Column 4, line 4 and Column 
6, lines 29-31 , wherein the fax type data is the packets of the pages because sending 
an e-mail via a fax is packet based. The fax machine includes the method to send via 
an e-mail, Column 3, lines 20-25, and Column 4, lines 36-52, therefore it is a packet- 
based network. The examiner is taking this as to be inherent in that the image data is 
being transmitted as packets.). 

Tonegawa and Peek are combinable because they both teach sending faxes via 
electronic mail. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa with the teachings of 
Peek for the purpose of speeding the fax process by concurrently transmitting the fax 
type data to known fax machine as it is generated as taught by Peek (Peek: Column 6, 
lines 29-31 , and Column 6, lines 38-41 ). 

Regarding Claim 15, Tonegawa teaches a facsimile transmission method 
(Column 3, lines 14-17) comprising: 

scanning an original document having at least one page to be transmitted (Figure 
1, element 1 and Column 5, line 65); 

generating image data of said at least one page for a facsimile communication 
(Column 7, lines 35-42); 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,370 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2625 

converting the image data of a page of said original document for the facsimile 
communication serially into plurality of packets as electronic mail data (Column 2, line 
65 - Column 3, line 13, since the network is packet based, the image is sent via 
packets, wherein a packet communication network, is a packet based network. This 
means that the e-mails must be sent via packets. It does not what that the image data 
is combine with the header data because the e-mail must be sent via packets based on 
being the packet communication network. Therefore the image data is transformed into 
packets.); and 

transmitting the electronic mail data serially for each packet of the plurality of 
packets in a form of electronic mail for each packet of the plurality of packets (Column 
13, lines 50-54). 

However, Peek does teach said converting occurring in parallel with the scanning 
of said page of the original document (Column 3, line 66- Column 4, line 4 and Column 
6, lines 29-31 , wherein the fax type data is the packets of the pages because sending 
an e-mail via a fax is packet based. The fax machine includes the method to send via 
an e-mail, Column 3, lines 20-25, and Column 4, lines 36-52, therefore it is a packet- 
based network. The examiner is taking this as to be inherent in that the image data is 
being transmitted as packets.). 

Tonegawa and Peek are combinable because they both teach sending faxes via 
electronic mail. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa with the teachings of 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,370 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2625 

Peek for the purpose of speeding the fax process by concurrently transmitting the fax 
type data to known fax machine as it is generated as taught by Peek (Peek: Column 6, 
lines 29-31, and Column 6, lines 38-41). 

9. Claims 2, 9, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
overTonegawa (US 7,136,184) in view of Peek (6,614,551) further in view of Kisono 
(US 6,906,829). 

Regarding Claim 2, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach the facsimile 
machine, further comprising: means for generating image data for a facsimile 
communication according to a receiving ability of a destination by identifying the 
receiving ability of the destination prior to the scanning of the original document. 

However, Kisono does teach the facsimile machine, further comprising: means 
for generating image data for a facsimile communication according to a receiving ability 
of a destination by identifying the receiving ability of the destination prior to the scanning 
of the original document (Column 11, lines 28-41 and Column 12, lines 38-46 and 
Figure 11, elements S114 and S115). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Kisono are combinable because they both teach 
fax machines. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek with 
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Kisono for the purpose of the network facsimile apparatus can efficiently receive the 
facsimile image information (Kisono: Column 11, lines 41-42). 

Regarding Claim 9, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach the an image data 
generating unit which generates image data for facsimile communication according to a 
receiving ability of a destination by identifying a receiving ability of the destination prior 
to the scanning of the original document. 

However, Kisono does teach an image data generating unit which generates 
image data for facsimile communication according to a receiving ability of a destination 
by identifying a receiving ability of the destination prior to the scanning of the original 
document (Column 1 1 , lines 28-41 and Column 1 2, lines 38-46 and Figure 1 1 , elements 
S114and S115). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Kisono are combinable because they both teach 
fax machines. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek with 
Kisono for the purpose of the network facsimile apparatus can efficiently receive the 
facsimile image information (Kisono: Column 11, lines 41-42). 

Regarding Claim 16, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach the generating 
image data for a facsimile communication according to a receiving ability of a 
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destination by identifying a receiving ability of the destination prior to the scanning of the 
original document. 

However, Kisono does teach generating image data for a facsimile 
communication according to a receiving ability of a destination by identifying a receiving 
ability of the destination prior to the scanning of the original document (Column 1 1 , lines 
28-41 and Column 12, lines 38-46 and Figure 1 1 , elements S1 14 and S115). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Kisono are combinable because they both teach 
fax machines. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek with 
Kisono for the purpose of the network facsimile apparatus can efficiently receive the 
facsimile image information (Kisono: Column 11, lines 41-42). 

1 0. Claims 3, 1 0, and 1 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tonegawa (US 7,136,184) in view of Peek (6,614,551) further in view of Murata 
(US 7,139,088). 

Regarding Claim 3, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach means for 
determining readiness of electronic mail data to be transmitted next in the serial 
electronic mail transmission; and 
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means for transmitting a connection holding command to the destination to hold 
the connection established with the destination when the means for determining 
determines that the electronic mail data to be transmitted next is not ready. 

However Murata '088 teaches means for determining readiness of electronic mail 
data to be transmitted next in the serial electronic mail transmission (Figure 3, elements 
S8 and S14 and Column 5, lines 24-247 and 40-44, where if the data is not ready it 
cannot be sent, so therefore the connection would stay open); and 

means for transmitting a connection holding command to the destination to hold 
the connection established with the destination when the means for determining 
determines that the electronic mail data to be transmitted next is not ready (Figure 3, 
elements S8 and S14 and Column 5, lines 24-247 and 40-44, where if the data is not 
ready it cannot be sent, so therefore the connection would stay open). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Murata '088 are combinable because they both 
teach sending fax by electronic mail. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Murata '088 
for the purpose of keeping the connection established to completely transmit the e-mail 
(Murata: Column 5, lines 40-44). 

Regarding Claim 10, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach a determining 
unit which determines readiness of electronic mail data to be transmitted next in the 
serial electronic mail transmission; and 
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a connection holding unit which transmits a connection holding command to the 
destination to hold the connection established with the destination when the determining 
unit determines that the electronic mail data to be transmitted next is not ready. 

However Murata '088 does teach a determining unit which determines readiness 
of electronic mail data to be transmitted next in the serial electronic mail transmission 
(Figure 3, elements S8 and S14 and Column 5, lines 24-247 and 40-44, where if the 
data is not ready it cannot be sent, so therefore the connection would stay open); and 

a connection holding unit which transmits a connection holding command to the 
destination to hold the connection established with the destination when the determining 
unit determines that the electronic mail data to be transmitted next is not ready (Figure 
3, elements S8 and S14 and Column 5, lines 24-247 and 40-44, where if the data is not 
ready it cannot be sent, so therefore the connection would stay open). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Murata '088 are combinable because they both 
teach sending fax by electronic mail. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Murata '088 
for the purpose of keeping the connection established to completely transmit the e-mail 
(Murata: Column 5, lines 40-44). 

Regarding Claim 17, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach determining 
readiness of electronic mail data to be transmitted next in the serial electronic mail 
transmission; and 
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transmitting a connection holding command to the destination to hold a 
connection established with the destination when it is determined that the electronic 
mail data to be transmitted next is not ready. 

However Murata '088 does teach determining readiness of electronic mail data to 
be transmitted next in the serial electronic mail transmission (Figure 3, elements S8 and 
S14 and Column 5, lines 24-247 and 40-44, where if the data is not ready it cannot be 
sent, so therefore the connection would stay open); and 

transmitting a connection holding command to the destination to hold a 
connection established with the destination when it is determined that the electronic 
mail data to be transmitted next is not ready (Figure 3, elements S8 and S14 and 
Column 5, lines 24-247 and 40-44, where if the data is not ready it cannot be sent, so 
therefore the connection would stay open). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Murata '088 are combinable because they both 
teach sending fax by electronic mail. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Murata '088 
for the purpose of keeping the connection established to completely transmit the e-mail 
(Murata: Column 5, lines 40-44). 

11. Claims 4, 11, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tonegawa (US 7,1 36,1 84) in view of Peek (6,61 4,551 ) further in view of Wu 
(6,519,051). 
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Regarding Claim 4, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach an operation unit 
which accepts an instruction to stop a transmission in the serial electronic mail 
transmission; and 

means for disconnecting a connection by transmitting to the destination, a 
connection stopping command to stop the connection established with the destination 
when the operation unit accepts the instruction to stop the transmission. 

However Wu does teach an operation unit which accepts an instruction to stop a 
transmission in the serial electronic mail transmission (Column 14, lines 29-31); and 

means for disconnecting a connection by transmitting to the destination, a 
connection stopping command to stop the connection established with the destination 
when the operation unit accepts the instruction to stop the transmission (Column 14, 
lines 31-37). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Wu are combinable because they all teaching 
transmitting a document with a fax machine. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in 
view of Peek with Wu for the purpose of enabling connections to any device (Wu: 
Column 13, lines 42-50). 

Regarding Claim 1 1 , Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach an operation unit 
which accepts an instruction to stop a transmission in the serial electronic mail 
transmission; and 
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a connection stopping unit which disconnects a connection by transmitting to the 
destination, a connection stopping command to stop the connection established with the 
destination when the operation unit accepts the instruction to stop the transmission. 

However Wu does teach an operation unit which accepts an instruction to stop a 
transmission in the serial electronic mail transmission (Column 14, lines 29-31); and 

a connection stopping unit which disconnects a connection by transmitting to the 
destination, a connection stopping command to stop the connection established with the 
destination when the operation unit accepts the instruction to stop the transmission. 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Wu are combinable because they all teaching 
transmitting a document with a fax machine. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in 
view of Peek with Wu for the purpose of enabling connections to any device (Wu: 
Column 13, lines 42-50). 

Regarding Claim 18, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach accepting an 
instruction to stop a transmission in the serial electronic mail transmission; and 

disconnecting a connection by transmitting to the destination, a connection 
stopping command to stop the connection established with the destination when 
accepting the instruction to stop the transmission. 

However Wu does teach accepting an instruction to stop a transmission in the 
serial electronic mail transmission (Column 14, lines 29-31); and 
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disconnecting a connection by transmitting to the destination, a connection 
stopping command to stop the connection established with the destination when 
accepting the instruction to stop the transmission. 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Wu are combinable because they all teaching 
transmitting a document with a fax machine. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in 
view of Peek with Wu for the purpose of enabling connections to any device (Wu: 
Column 13, lines 42-50). 

12. Claims 5, 12, and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tonegawa (US 7,136,184) in view of Peek (6,614,551) further in view of Reifman 
(US 5,438,433). 

Regarding Claim 5, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach the notifying and 
selecting to notify of a fact that a connection failed to be established with the destination 
and to select either to continue or stop the transmission of the electronic mail, when the 
connection failed to be established with the destination in the transmission of the 
electronic mail. 

However, Reifman does teach notifying and selecting to notify of a fact that a 
connection failed to be established with the destination and to select either to continue 
or stop the transmission of the electronic mail, when the connection failed to be 
established with the destination in the transmission of the electronic mail (Column 49, 
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Exceptions and Figure 103 and Column 56, 1 1-24 where a busy signal is the form of a 
transmission error). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Reifman are combinable because they both teach 
fax machines. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek with 
Reifman for the purpose of notifying the operator of the error (Reifman: Column 4, lines 
2-5). 

Regarding Claim 12, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach a notifying and 
selecting unit which notifies of a fact that a connection failed to be established with the 
destination when the connection failed to be established with the destination in the 
transmission of the electronic mail, and selects either to continue or stop the 
transmission of the electronic mail. 

However, Reifman does teach a notifying and selecting unit which notifies of a 
fact that a connection failed to be established with the destination when the connection 
failed to be established with the destination in the transmission of the electronic mail, 
and selects either to continue or stop the transmission of the electronic mail (Column 
49, Exceptions and Figure 103 and Column 56, lines 11-24 where a busy signal is the 
form of a transmission error). 
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Tonegawa in view of Peek and Reifman are combinable because they both teach 
fax machines. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek with 
Reifman for the purpose of notifying the operator of the error (Reifman: Column 4, lines 
2-5). 

Regarding Claim 19, Tonegawa in view of Peek does not teach the notifying of a 
fact that a connection failed to be established with the destination when the connection 
failed to be established with the destination in a transmission of the electronic mail, and 
selecting either to continue or stop the transmission of the electronic mail. 

However, Reifman does teach notifying of a fact that a connection failed to be 
established with the destination when the connection failed to be established with the 
destination in a transmission of the electronic mail, and selecting either to continue or 
stop the transmission of the electronic mail (Column 49, Exceptions and Figure 103 and 
Column 56, 1 1-24 where a busy signal is the form of a transmission error). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek and Reifman are combinable because they both teach 
fax machines. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek with 
Reifman for the purpose of notifying the operator of the error (Reifman: Column 4, lines 
2-5). 
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13. Claims 6, 7, 13, 14, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Tonegawa (US 7,136,184) in view of Peek (6,614,551) further in view 
of Reifman (US 5,438,433) and further in view of Murata (US 2004/0012806). 

Regarding Claim 6, Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman does 
not teach wherein the means for notifying and selecting notifies of the contents of a 
transmission error when detecting a transmission error in the transmission of the 
electronic mail and selects either to continue or stop the transmission of the electronic 
mail. 

However, Murata '086 teaches wherein the means for notifying and selecting 
notifies of the contents of a transmission error when detecting a transmission error in 
the transmission of the electronic mail (Page 3, Paragraph 29) and selects either to 
continue or stop the transmission of the electronic mail (Page 3, Paragraph 30). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman and Murata '086 are 
combinable because they both deal with transmission of image data. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek further 
in view of Reifman with Murata '086 for the purpose of informing the user of the error to 
decide what action to take in regards to the error (Murata '086: Page 1 , Paragraph 4). 
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Regarding Claim 7, Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman does 
not teach stopping the transmission of the electronic mail by notifying of a fact that the 
transmission of the electronic mail cannot be continued when a transmission error is 
detected in the transmission of the electronic mail and the contents of the transmission 
error correspond to a state in which the transmission of the electronic mail cannot be 
continued. 

However, Murata '086 does teach stopping the transmission of the electronic 
mail by notifying of a fact that the transmission of the electronic mail cannot be 
continued when a transmission error is detected in the transmission of the electronic 
mail and the contents of the transmission error correspond to a state in which the 
transmission of the electronic mail cannot be continued (Page 3, Paragraph 31). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman and Murata '086 are 
combinable because they both deal with transmission of image data. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman with 
Murata '086 for the purpose of informing the user of the error to decide what action to 
take in regards to the error (Murata '086: Page 1, Paragraph 4). 

Regarding Claim 13, Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman does 
not teach wherein the notifying and selecting unit notifies of contents of a transmission 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,370 Page 21 

Art Unit: 2625 

error when detecting a transmission error in the transmission of the electronic mail, and 
selects either to continue or stop the transmission of the electronic mail. 

However, Murata '086 further teaches wherein the notifying and selecting unit 
notifies of contents of a transmission error when detecting a transmission error in the 
transmission of the electronic mail (Page 3, Paragraph 29), and selects either to 
continue or stop the transmission of the electronic mail (Page 3, Paragraph 30). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman and Murata '086 are 
combinable because they both deal with transmission of image data. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman with 
Murata '086 for the purpose of informing the user of the error to decide what action to 
take in regards to the error (Murata '086: Page 1, Paragraph 4). 

Regarding Claim 14, Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman does 
not teach a transmission stopping unit which stops a transmission of an electronic mail 
by notifying of a fact that the transmission of the electronic mail cannot be continued 
when a transmission error is detected in the transmission of the electronic mail and the 
contents of the transmission error correspond to a state in which the transmission of the 
electronic mail cannot be continued. 

However, Murata '086 teaches a transmission stopping unit which stops a 
transmission of an electronic mail by notifying of a fact that the transmission of the 
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electronic mail cannot be continued when a transmission error is detected in the 
transmission of the electronic mail and the contents of the transmission error 
correspond to a state in which the transmission of the electronic mail cannot be 
continued (Page 3, Paragraph 31). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman and Murata '086 are 
combinable because they both deal with transmission of image data. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman with 
Murata '086 for the purpose of informing the user of the error to decide what action to 
take in regards to the error (Murata '086: Page 1, Paragraph 4). 

Regarding Claim 20, Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman does 
not teach notifying of contents of a transmission error when detecting a transmission 
error in the transmission of the electronic mail, and selecting either to continue or stop 
the transmission of the electronic mail. 

However, Murata '086 teaches notifying of contents of a transmission error when 
detecting a transmission error in the transmission of the electronic mail (Page 3, 
Paragraph 29), and selecting either to continue or stop the transmission of the 
electronic mail (Page 3, Paragraph 30). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman and Murata '086 are 
combinable because they both deal with transmission of image data. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman with 
Murata '086 for the purpose of informing the user of the error to decide what action to 
take in regards to the error (Murata '086: Page 1, Paragraph 4). 

Regarding Claim 21 , Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman does 
not teach stopping the transmission of the electronic mail by notifying of a fact that the 
transmission of the electronic mail cannot be continued when a transmission error is 
detected in the transmission of the electronic mail and contents of the transmission error 
correspond to a state in which the transmission of the electronic mail cannot be 
continued. 

However, Murata '086 teaches stopping the transmission of the electronic mail 
by notifying of a fact that the transmission of the electronic mail cannot be continued 
when a transmission error is detected in the transmission of the electronic mail and 
contents of the transmission error correspond to a state in which the transmission of the 
electronic mail cannot be continued (Page 3, Paragraph 31). 

Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman and Murata '086 are 
combinable because they both deal with transmission of image data. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Tonegawa in view of Peek further in view of Reifman with 
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Murata '086 for the purpose of informing the user of the error to decide what action to 
take in regards to the error (Murata '086: Page 1, Paragraph 4). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas C. Pachol whose telephone number is 571- 
270-3433. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Thr, 8:00 a.m.- 4:00 p.m. 
(EST), Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Twyler L. Haskins can be reached on 571-272-7406. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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N.P. 

02/12/09 



/Twyler L. Haskins/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2625 



